
Before t he  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- October 13, 1971 

Appeal No. 10928 Sun O i l  Company, appellant .  

THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR FO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, appellee.  

On motion duly made, seconded and ca r r i ed  with Messrs. Scrivener 
and Hatton d i s sen t ing ,  t h e  following Order of t h e  Board was entered 
a t  t he  meeting of June 13, 1972. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- June 20, 1972 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal f o r  a variance from the  height  requirements of 
t h e  C-M-1 D i s t r i c t  t o  permit a s ign  72 f e e t  high a t  2305 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, S.E., l o t  35, Square 5559, be GRANTED. 

FINDINGS OF FACT : 

1. The sub jec t  property is located i n  a C-M-1 D i s t r i c t .  

2. A D i s t r i c t  O f f i c i a l  i n  good f a i t h  mistakenly issued t h e  
bui ld ing permit whereby t h e  72' high s ign was erec ted  a t  t h e  sub jec t  
s i te .  

3. The subject  s i t e  is subs t an t i a l l y  below the  grade of In ter -  
s t a t e  95 as it overpasses Pennsylvania Avenue. The s ign  a t  t he  
height  of 72 f e e t  is approximately a t  eye l eve l  fo r  motoris ts  on 
1-95. 

4. Appeallant s t a t e d  t h a t  he r e l i e d  on the  Zoning Administrator 
as  t o  t he  issuance of a permit and the re fore  constructed t h e  s ign 
i n  question. 

5. There was no opposition reg i s te red  a t  t h e  public  hearing 
as t o  t h e  granting of t h i s  appeal. 

OPINION: 

The Board is cognizant of t h e  hardship crea ted  by t he  erroneously 
issued building permit through no f a u l t  of t h e  appellant .  Our 
decision is based upon the  equ i t i e s ,  hardship and topographic area 
of t h e  land. It is  f e l t  t h a t ,  a f t e r  considerable de l ibe ra t ion ,  



Appeal No. 1 0 9 2 8  
June 2 0 ,  1 9 7 2  
P a g e  2  

t h a t  the relief sought by appellant  should be granted. H o w e v e r ,  
our ac t ion i n  t h i s  case is unique and w i l l  no t  be used by the  
B o a r d  i n  deciding any f u t u r e  similar cases. 

We are of the opinion t h a t  the appellant  has proved a hardship 
w i t h i n  the m e a n i n g  of the variance clause of the Z o n i n g  R e g u l a t i o n s  
and t h a t  den i a l  of the requested relief w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  undue hardship 
upon the owner. 

We are further of the opinion t h a t  th is  use  w i l l  n o t  have an 
adverse effect  upon the present  character and fu tu r e  d e v e l o p m e n t  of 
the neighborhood and w i l l  no t  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  i m p a i r  the 'purpose,  
i n t e n t  and i n t e g r i t y  of the Z o n i n g  R e g u l a t i o n s  and Map .?  

BY ORDER O F  THE D. C.  BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED : 

Secretary of the B o a r d  

THAT THE ORDER OF THE BOARD IS VALID FOR A  PERIOD OF S I X  MONTHS 
ONLY UNLESS APPLICATION FOR A  BUILDING AND/OR OCCURWSICY PERMIT IS 
FILED WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT WITHIN A  PERIOD OF 
S I X  MONTHS AFTER THE: EFFECTIVE DATE OF T H I S  ORDER. 


